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October 13, 2003

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Comttission
445 12th Street, N'W

Washington, D.C. 20534

Dear Michael Copps,

[ am writing to voice my opporition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for digital television. As a cottsumer
and citizen, T feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimare adoption of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufhcturers’ abitity to innovate for their customers. Allowing
movie studios to veto featires of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new produets they can
create, This will result in prodnets that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually went, and it conld result in me being
charged more money for inferior functionality,

[1'the FCC igsues a broedeast flag mandate, ] would ectually be less likely to make an investment in DTV -capable receivers and other
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadeast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Christian Braverman
169 Quesada Drive
Rochester, NY 14616
U8a
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October 19, 2003

Commissioner Michael . Copps
Federal Commumications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am wiiting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for digital
relevision. As a consumer and citizen, [ feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovetion, consumer
nghts, and the ultunate adoption of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’ ability to innovate for
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologsts what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could result 11 me being charged moze money for infenor
funcuonahty,

It the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable
recervers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my nights at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadeast flag technology for digrral television, Thank you for your nme.

Simcerely,

Rich Dawies

19881 13th PL W
Lynnwood, Wa 98036
Usa
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Oztober 19, 2003

Camwmissioner Maichael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
44C 1Zth Street ., HUW

Washington, D C. 20564

Dear Michael Copps.

I am writing tu voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast
flag" technology for digital television. As a comsuner and citizen, 1 feel

strongly that such 2 policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the
ultimate adoption of DTV,

A4 rabust, conpetitive narket for consumer slectronics must be rooted in
nanufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Alloving novie studios to
wetd [eatures af DTY-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
Lechnologists wvhat new products they can create. This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag nandate, I would actually be less likely to
nake an investmnent in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay
nore for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not
nandate broadecast flag technology for digital television. Thank vou for vour time

Sincerely,

‘obbw Kuvlkendall
B O Bo=x 601
Weathertord. O 73095

1SY:1
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Oeteber 16, 2003

Commlgslaner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communlcations Commlssion
445 12th Street, NW

Washlngten, D.C. 20554

Dear Mlchael Copps,

| am writing to volce my oppositian to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for dlgital television As a

censumer and cltlzen, | feel strangly that sauch a polley would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoptlon of DTV.

A robust, competltive market for consumer electronles must be rooted |n manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers. Allowlng mevie studios 1o veto features of DTV-receptlon 2gulpment will enable the studios 16 tell technologists
what new products they can create. This wlll result In products that don't necessatlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and |t could result tn me being charged more money for Inferlor functicnallty.

it the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment. | wlll hot pay more for devices that tmit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate
broadeast flag technology for digltal televislon. Thank yeu for your time.

Sincerely,

Faul Flllault

1149 Dutton St

New Bedford, MA 02745
LsA
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October 19, 2003

Commussioner Michael [ Copps
Federal Commumications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

[ am wnting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technolpgy for digital

television. As a consumer and aitizen, 1 feel strongly that such a pelicy would be bad for innowvaty
nghts, and the ultimate adoption of DTV,

A robust, compettive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’ ability t
their customers. Allowing movie studios 0 veto features of DTV-reception equupment will enatj
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't nece

of1, consuImer

o wnovate for
2 the studios to

sanly reflect

what consumers hke me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior

functonality,

[f the FCCissues a broadeast flag mandate, I would actually be less Likely to make an investment

in DTV -capable

recervers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that lumit my gghts at the behest of Hollywocd.

Please do not mandate broadeast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time,
Sincerely,

Boan Stowe

223 Cielo Ave
Rudgecrest, CA 93555
IS
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October 19, 2002

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, HU

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-nandated adoption of "Hroadeocast
tlag" technology for digital television. As a consumner and citizen., I |feel
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the
ultimate adoption af DTVY.

A robust, compstitive market for consumer slectronics nust be rooted in
manufacturers’ ability to i1nnovate for their customers. Allowing novie studios to
veto features of DTY—-reception equipment will enable the studios to tall
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could
result 1n me being charged more money for inferior functionality.

It the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate., I would actually be less likely to
make an investment i1n DTV-capable receivers and other egquipment. I willl not pay
wore for devices that linit wy rights at the behest of Bollywood. Please do not
nandate broadcast flag technology for digital televisicon. Thank wvou fgr vour time.

Sincerely,

Greg Goode
3541 s. barrington ave.
Los &ngeles. Ch 0066

[IST-Y
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Oztober 19, 2003

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Comnunications Commission
445 12th Street, HU

Tashington, D.C. 20554

zar Michasl Copps,

I am writing to wolce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption =f "b
flag” technology for digital television. A4s a consumer and citizen, I
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer righ
ultimate adoption of DTV.
I
4 robust, competitiwve market for consumer electronics nust be rootsd i
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing nowi
vetn features of DTV—reception equipnent will enable the studios to td
technologists what newy products they can create. This will result in p
that don't necessarily reflect vhat consuners like ne actually want, a
result in me being charged more money for inferior functiomality.

It the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate., I would actually be less 1
make an investment in DTY-capable receivers and other egquipnent . I wil
mnore for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Plea
nandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank vou fo

Sincerely, |

Alfredo Lorente
2920 36th Ave S
Hainneapolis, HH 55406
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October 19, 2003

Comnissioner Hicheel I Copps
Federal Communications Commnission
445 12th Street. KNI

Tashington, DO, 205804

Dear Hichasl Copps,

I am writing to volce ny opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of “broadcast
tlag" technology for digital television. As a consuner and citizen, I feel
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer righfts,
1

nate adoption of DTV.

4 robust., competitive market for consumer slectronics must be rooted in
manufasturers' ability to innovate for their custoners. Allowing novie

result in ne being charged nore money for inferior functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to
nale an investment 1in DTV—capable receivers and other equipment. I willl not paw
nore for devieces that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Pleake do not

5413023099

and the

studias to
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to telll
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products

that don't necessarily reflect what consuners like me actually want, and 1t could

mnandate broadcast {lag technology for digital television. Thank vou fopr vour time

Sincerely,

kerri sweest

722 %5 Washington St Apt 304
Alexandria, Va4 22314

IS4
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Cctober 19, 2003

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Caommission
145 12th Stre=t, HW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Hichael Copps.

I am writing to voice ny opposition to anvy FCC-mandated adoption of "Hroadcast

flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation,
ultimnate adoption of DTV,

A robust .

consuner rights,

comnpetitlive market for consumner =lectronics must be rooted in

feel
and the

manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movig studios to
vzt features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell

technologists what new products they can create.

This will result in groducts

that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could

result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality.

It the FCC issues a broadcast flag nandate,
make an investmnent 1n DTV-capable receivers and other equipment .

I would actually be less likelv to
I wil]l not pay

nore for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollvywood, Please do not

mnandate broadcast flag technology for digital television.
Sincerely.

Then Van Dinter
44 Birch St
Heedham, MA 02494

T5A

Thank vou far vour tine

AM, 10/22/05 5413023099
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Ocrober 19, 2003

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

ear Michael Copps,

I am wnting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology tor digiral
television. As g consumer and citizen, [ feel strongly that such a pelicy would be bad for innovation, consumer
tights, and the ulttmate adoption of DTV,

A robust, compenitive market for consumer electromics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability fo innovate for
thetr customers, Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studics to
tell technologists what new products they can create. This wall result in products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could result in me being charged more money for mferror
functionality,

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment|in DTV-czpable
recervers and other equipment. I will not pay moze for devices that limuit my rights at the behest ¢f Hollywoed.
Please do not mandate broadeast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for vour tune.

Smeerely,

Dave Hensarling

61 Breza Rd
Allentown, NJ 08501
USA
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October 19, 2003

Coemmigsioner Michae! J. Copps
Federal Communications Comimlsslon
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Mlehael Copps,

| am writing ta volee my opposltion to any FCC-mandated adoption of "breadeast flag” technalogy far dighal television. As a

consumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a poliey would be bad for Innovation, cansumer rights, andl the ultimate
adoption of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers' ablity to Innovate for their
customers. Allowing mevle studles to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studlos to'tell technologlsts
what hew products they can create. This wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and it could result In me belng charged meore money for Inferlor functionallty.

if the FCC lssues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTVecapable recelvers
and other equipment. | wlll net pay mare tor devices that limlt my rights at the behest of Hellywood. Fleage do not mandate
breadcast Hag technology for digital televislon. Thank you for your time.

Slineerely,

Lindsey Smith

2125 SE Maln St
Partland, OR 97214
Lsa
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October 19, 2003

Commissioner Michael J. Capps
Federal Communicaticons Commission
445 12th Street, Y

Tashington, D.C. 20554

Dear Hichael Copps,

I am writing to volce my opposition to any FCC—mandated aduption of "broadcast
flag" technology for digital television. A & consumer and citizen, I feel
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the
ultimate adoption of DTV

& robust, compstitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in
nanufacturers’ ahility to lnnovate for their customers. Allowing novie studios to
vt features of DTV-reception equipmnent will enable the studios to tell
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could
result 1n me being charged more nonev for inferior functionality.

If the FCC issues & broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to
make an investment i1n DTY—capable receivers and other equipment. T will not pavw
mnore {or devices that limilt my rights at the behest of Hollyvood. Please do not
nandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thenk yvou for wvour time.

Sinmerely,

Alex Stetfen

3061 Richmond Elvd
Oalland., TA 94611
54
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Ocrober 19, 2003

Cormnimissioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 1Z2th Street, NW

Washington, [2.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am wuting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for digital
television. As a consumer and citizen, T feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer
rights, and the ultmate adoption of DTV,

A robust, compentive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for
their custormers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studics to
tell rechnologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more monev for infenor
tunctuenality.

It the FCC issues a broadeart tlag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV -capable
recetvers and other equipment. [ will not pay more for devices that lumit my nights at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast tlag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Siricerely,

Franl Slesk

545 Division St
Quinnesec, MI 49876
sa
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Qctober 19, 2003

Commissloner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communlcaticns Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I'am writing to volee my opposltion to any FCC-mandated adaptlen of "kroadeast flag" technolegy for digkal televislon As a

censumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for Innovation, eensumer rights, and the uitlmate
adoptlon of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronias must be rooted In manutacturers' abllity to lnnovate for thelr
customers. Allowing movle studios to veto features of DTV-reception equlment will enable the studlos to tell technologists
what naw products they can create. This wilt result In products that don't hecessarlly refleet what consumers llke me
actually want, and It eould result In e belng charged more money for Inferlor functionallty.

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equlpiment. | will not pay mare for devices that limit my rights &t the behest of Hollywood. Pleage do not mandate
broadceast tag technelogy tor digital t2levislon. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely

Tray Rorle

2 W Henderson St
Wrightsvlile Beach, NC 28480
UsA
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October 19, 2003

Commissloner Michael J Copps
Federal Communlcations Commlsslon
445 12th Strest, NW

Washingten, D.C. 20554

Dear Michas! Copps,

I am writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television. As a

sohsumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a paolley would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoptlon of DTV,

A robust, competltive market for consumer electronles must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers. Allowlng movie studlos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment wil enable the studios ta tell technologists
what new products they can create. This wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers lke me
actually want, and It could resuit In me belhg charged more money for Inferlar funetlionality.

If the FCC lssues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less llkely to make an hvestment In DTVecapable recelvers

and other equipment. | will not pay more fer devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate
broadeast flag technelogy for digital television. Thank you tor your time.

Sincerely,

Willlam Dodd

7505 Blue Beach Cove
Austin, TX 78758

USA
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Qctober 19, 2003

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
443 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

[am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for digitel talevision. As a consumer
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumier tights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consnmer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’ ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing
movie gtudios to veta features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they can
create, This will result in produets that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being
charged more money for inferfor functionality

if the FCC iggnes a broadeast flag mandate, [ would actually be less lkely to make an investment in DTV -capable rec¢eivers and other
equiptient. I will riot pay more for devices that limit my rights af the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadeast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

David Modosgki

4] Constantine Place, Apt. 1
Summit, NJ 07901

1sAa
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October 19, 2003

Commlssioner Michael J. Copps
Faderal Communleations Commissioh
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michae! Copps,

| am writing to volce my oppositian to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digltal television. As a

consumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a palley would be bad for Innavatlon, cansumer rights, and the uitimate
adoptlon of DTV,

A tabust, campetltive market far cangumer electranies must be rooted In manufacturarg' ablity to innovata for thelr
custormers. Allowlng maovie studlos to vato features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologlsts
what new products they can create. This wlll result In products that don't nacessarlly reflect what censumers like me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged mare money for Inferlor functionality.

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less [lkely to make an Investment In DTVscapable recelvers
and other squlpment | will not pay more for devices that limlt my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Pleage do not mandate
broadeast flag technolagy for digital televislon. Thank yeu far your time.

Sincerely,

Karen Henderson
10680 Eaton Rd
Chles, CA 85873
USA
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October 19, 2003

Commussioner Michael J. Copps
Federzl Communications Cormmission
445 12th Streer, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

[ am writng to vawce my oppositon to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digital
telewision. As a consumer and atizen, | feel strongly that such a poliey would be bad for innovation, consumer
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers hke me actually want, and it could result m me being charged more money for infenor
functionality,

If the FCC 1ssues a broadceast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV -capable
recervers and other equipment. 1 will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollvwood.
IMleaze do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for vour tumne.

a
Smcerely,

Tohn Panzer

151 Calderon #195
Mountain View, CA 94041
[IBNCY
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Dotober 19, 2003

Commissioner Hichael J Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street . HU

Tashington, D C 20554

L=ar Michael Copps.

Piosase oppose adoption of “broadecast flag” technology for digital television. As
& consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for
imnovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV,

4 robust, competitive market for consuner electronics must be rooted in
nanutfacturers' abillity to innovate f{or their customers. Allowing novie studios to
vetn features of DTV-recepticon equipmhent will enable the studics to tell
technologists vhat new products they cen create. This will result in products
that don't necessar:ily reflect what consumers like ne actuallvy want, and i1t could
ressult 1n me being charged more noney for inferior functiconality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to
nake an investment 1n DTV-capable receiwvers and other equipment. I will not pay
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not
nandate broadeast flag technology for digital television. Thank vou for your time

Sincerely.

Jeffri Frontz
210 Walhalla Rd
Colunbus, OH 43202

TS0
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October 19, 2003

Zonnissimmer Hichael J. Copps
Federal Comnunications Commission
445 1Z2th Stre=t, HU

Hashington., D C. 20554

Dear Hichael Copps,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adaption of "byroadcast
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights. and the
wltimate adoption of DTV,

4 robust . comnpetitive market for consumner slectronics nust be rooted in
nanifacturers’ ability to innovate for their customers Allowing novie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception equipmnent will enable the studios to tell
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect what consuners like ne actually want, and 1t could
result in me being charged mnore mnonevy for inferior functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to
malke an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment . I will not pay
nore for devices that limit ny rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank yvou for yvour time.

Sincerely,

Eobert Beckman
1091% Ramsgate Dr
Santees, Ch 92071
T=SA
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October 19, 2003

Commlssloner Michae! J. Copps
Federal Communlcations Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michzael Copps,

I'am writing to valce my apposition ta any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technolagy for dlg!tal televislon. As a

consumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a polley wauld be bad for Innevatlon, consumer rights, and the uitimate
adoption of OTV.

A roblst, competitive market for consumer electronles must be rocted In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers. Allowing movle studios to veto features of DTV-raception equipment will enable the studios 1¢ tell technologists
what new products they cah create. This will result In products that don't necessarlly raflect what consumers ke me
actually want, and It could result in me belng charged mare money for Inferlor functionallty

It the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other eguipment. | will not pay more for davices that limlt my rights at the behest of Hollywocd. Please do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digital televislon. Thank you for your time

Sihcerely,

Ed Wright

13408 NW Sherry St
Portland, OR 97229
USA



Rachael Zubal-Ruggieri
5805 Alperton Court
Liverpool NY 13090

Clomnussioner Michael T, Copps

Yederal Conmuucations Comnussion

445 12th Street, NW

Washington, 1D.C. 20554

[ear Comnussioner Michael J. Copps:

Ax a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electronics and computer products, [ urge the Federal
Communications Conumission to vore against the adoption of a "broadeast flag.”" 1 am outraged that the VOO
would consider a regulation would restrict the way T enjoy television.

The broadcast flag is neither in my interest nor the public's mterest. It will prevent me from watching digital
browdeast welevision in the ways T currently enjoy analog broadeast television—for example, it will reswict my
ability to move the video | have recorded tor personal viewing from room—to—room and place—to—place.

The broadeast flag will also lock out my computer as a way o watch my favorite shows using my choice of
soliware on a plane or wain, or to send a television clip of a high school [oothall pame to family and friends.

Furthermore., if computers cannot freely receive digital television, how can I expect creative developers to
discover new devices that enable mic to use content in exciting ways | haven't even thought of? I value
mnovative devices like TiVo, ReplayTV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they
were bullt to open standards using mexpensive, off—the—shelf computer parts.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, tlexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do T have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment”? A prottier
pictwre is bardly enougls reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electranics and compuer
cquipnient. As a eitizen and viewer of broadeast television, T urge you to promote the digital elevision
tansition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Simeerely,

Rachael Zubal—Ruggieri



Jill Godmilow
702 8. Phillipa Street
South Bend, IN 46619
Comnissioner Miehael 1. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 1 2th Street, NW
Washington, 12.C. 20554

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps:

Ax a Professoroffilm Studics, a broadeast television viewer and consumer of clectronics and computer
products, T urge the Federal Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadceast [lag.” ]
am outraged that the FCC would consider a regulation would reswict the way [ enjoy television.

The broadeast flag is neither i my interest nor the public's interest. It will prevent me from watching diyital
broadeast television in the ways T currently enjoy analog broadeast television—for example, it will restrict niy

ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing from room—to—room ang

| place—to—place.

The broadeast Qag will also lock owt my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of
software on a plane or rain, or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends.

Furthermore, if conputers cannot freely receive digital television, how can [ expect creptive developets to

ciscover new devices that enable me to use conlent in exciting ways I haven't even thou
imovative devices like TiVo, ReplayTV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exi
were built 1o open standards using inexpensive, off—the—shelt computer parts.

I the move wo digital television does not make e public's viewing experience more ery
exciting, what compelling reason do | have as a consumer to buy new digital television

ght of? [ value
st today because they

oyable, flexible, and

equipment? A pretier

picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and comypnter

cquipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadeast television, I urge you to promote the
wansition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag,

Sincerely,

Jill Godmilow

gital television
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Ocrober 19, 2003

Cormrmussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C, 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC.mandated adoption of "broadeast flag” technolagy for digital
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer
nights, ard the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’ sbility to innovate for
their customers. Allowing mowe studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can create, This wall result in products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could result in me being charged more meney for inferior
tunctionality,

[f the FCC 1ssues a broadeast tlag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investnent in DTV-capable
recervers and other equipment. I will not pay more far devices that limit my rghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digiral television. Thank you for your tune.

Sincerely,

Edwimn Gore

4530 Whispering Court
Colorade Springs, CO 80917
Usa
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October 19, 2003

Comrrussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Commusnications Commission
445 12th Streer, NW

Washingron, I,C. 20554

[Drear Michael Copps,

[ am wnting to votce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast tlag” technology for digital
television. As a consumer and citizen, T feel strongly that such 2 policy would be bad for innovation, consumer
nights, and the ulumate adoption of DTV,

A robust, compettuve market for consumer electromics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to 1nnovate for
thewr customers. Allowing mowie studics to veto features of IDTV-reception equipment will enable the studics to
tell technologsts what new products they can create, This will result in products that don't necessanly reflect

what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for infenior
funcuonality.

[t the FCC issues 4 broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investinent in DTV-capable
recervers and other equipment. I will not pay more for dewvices that lirmut my rights at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast tlag technology for digital television. Thank you for your tme.

Smcerely,

Sean & Susan Barratt
8453 Navlor Ave

Los Angeles, CA 90045
USA



